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the crane operator, three people are
used to handle the movement of the
shield and fasten it in place. These
people are drawn from the crew
working on the diesel upgrade since the
shield is removed only when they are
working in the area. The time required
to reinstall the missile shield is
approximately 1 hour and 15 minutes.
This time includes 30 minutes to 45
minutes to move and position the
shield, and 30 minutes to completely
torque a minimum of 13 bolts to hold
it in place. The installation time is
considered sufficient since plant
procedures require that the missile
shield be reinstalled on an adverse
weather watch, rather than waiting until
a warning is issued. The only factor that
would impede the reinstallation of the
missile doors would be the safety of the
individuals performing the
reinstallation. The licensee has also
stated that the missile doors between
the EDG 1B room and the EDG 2A room
is a fire barrier but not a flood barrier.
The fire barrier will be breached when
the door is removed to pass EDG parts
through. Plant procedures require a fire
watch if any fire barrier is to remain
open. The procedures will be followed
from the time the door is removed until
it is replaced.

Considering the existing design
features and the compensatory measures
proposed by the licensee, the likelihood
of damage to the exposed EDGs and the
support systems from postulated
missiles generated by natural
phenomena is minimal for the short
periods that the protective doors will be
removed. Also, on the basis of the
compensatory measure provided,
reasonable assurance exists that the
ability to reinstall the missile doors will
be maintained during any severe
weather that could result in airborne
missiles. Therefore, there is reasonable
assurance that the proposed GDC–2
exemption will present no undue risk to
public health and safety.

III
The Commission has determined,

pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a), that special
circumstances, as set forth in 10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(v), exist. The exemption
would provide only temporary relief
from the applicable regulation (GDC–2).
The exemption is requested for a
specific period, after which the facility
would again be in conformance with all
the requirements of GDC–2. The
licensee has made good faith efforts in
considering alternatives to the
exemption request and has concluded
that without the subject exemption, the
EDG upgrade can only be conducted
when both units are shut down.

On the basis of this information and
review of the licensee’s submittal, as
summarized in the Safety Evaluation,
the NRC staff concludes that the
likelihood of unacceptable damage to
the exposed portions of the operable
EDGs and support systems as a result of
weather-induced missiles during short-
duration exposures in the exemption
period is low.

On the basis of the low probability of
the occurrence of unacceptable events,
coupled with the compensatory measure
to which the licensee has committed,
the NRC staff finds the proposed
exemption from GDC–2 to be
acceptable.

IV

Accordingly, the Commission has
determined that pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12, the subject exemption is
authorized by law, will not present an
undue risk to public health and safety,
and is consistent with the common
defense and security. The Commission
further determines that special
circumstances, as provided in 10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(v), are present that justify the
exemption; namely, that the exemption
would provide only temporary relief
from the applicable regulations and that
the licensee has made good faith efforts
to comply with the regulations.

Therefore, the Commission hereby
approves the following exemption:
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1 and 2, may operate without
conforming to the requirements of GDC–
2 as they apply to the exposed portions
of the Unit 2 EDGs 2A and 2B and the
support systems for the EDGs, providing
that the compensatory measure, as
described herein, is in place for the
period of the exemption.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32, the
Commission has determined that
granting the above exemption will have
no significant impact on the quality of
the human environment (62 FR 114).

The subject Unit No. 1 EDG 1B
upgrade GDC–2 exemption is effective
from the date of issuance through July
31, 1998.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 4th day
of February 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Samuel J. Collins,
Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–3272 Filed 2–9–98; 8:45 am]
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The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR–38,
DPR–47, and DPR–55, issued to the
Duke Energy Corporation (the licensee),
for operation of the Oconee Nuclear
Station, Units 1, 2, and 3, respectively,
located in Seneca, South Carolina.

If approved, the proposed
amendments would amend the Oconee
Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3
Technical Specifications (TS) to revise
the present wording used to specify
refueling outage surveillances to
indicate that the surveillances are to be
performed on an 18-month frequency.

The original Oconee TS required that
certain surveillances be performed
annually and, therefore, were not
constrained to performance with a unit
in the refueling condition. As a result,
the licensee has not interpreted a
surveillance that is specified to be
performed at refueling outage frequency
as meaning that the unit must be in a
refueling outage to satisfy the
requirement. Therefore, some
surveillances specified at a refueling
outage frequency were performed at
times other than during a refueling
outage. In discussions with the NRC
staff on January 29, 1998, the licensee
was informed of the staff’s
interpretation of Oconee’s TS that
concluded any surveillance that was
specified to be performed during
refueling outages must be performed
with the unit in a refueling outage.
Thus, any surveillances performed at
power, in past forced outages, or during
planned shutdowns, would not satisfy
the TS requirements. The licensee then
immediately began to evaluate the
impact of the staff’s literal interpretation
of the TS. On January 30, 1998, the
licensee confirmed that certain
surveillances had been performed at
times other than during a refueling
outage and that implementation of the
staff’s interpretation of the surveillances
designated in the TS as ‘‘refueling
outage’’ would result in exceeding the
time constraints allowed in the TS and,
in accordance with TS 3.0, would result
in the forced shutdown of Units 2 and
3 and interfere with the planned startup
of Unit 1. However, the licensee
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determined that all surveillances that
are presently required to be performed
during refueling outages have been
performed within the required interval
(22.5 months), even though some have
been performed with the unit in a
condition other than a refueling outage.
Thus, the surveillance interval
requirements have been satisfied.

When these findings were discussed
with the staff on January 30, 1998, a
Notice of Enforcement Discretion was
issued verbally on January 30, 1998, to
exercise discretion not to enforce
compliance with TS 3.0 for these
surveillances for the period from 3:30
p.m. on January 30, 1998, until issuance
of the related amendments. The request
for license amendments was submitted
by letter dated February 2, 1998. Since
the proposed amendments are designed
to complete the review process and
implement the proposed TS changes,
pursuant to the NRC’s policy regarding
exercising discretion for an operating
facility set out in Section VII.c of the
‘‘General Statement of Policy and
Procedures for NRC Enforcement
Actions’’ (Enforcement Policy),
NUREG–1600, and be effective for the
period until the issuance of a related TS
amendment, these circumstances
require that the amendments be
processed under exigent circumstances.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for
amendments to be granted under
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff
must determine that the amendment
request involves no significant hazards
consideration. Under the Commission’s
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means
that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendments would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

This proposed change has been evaluated
against the standards in 10 CFR 50.92 and
has been determined to involve no significant
hazards, in that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed amendment
would not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated?

No. The proposed change will revise the
surveillance requirements for selected
surveillances which have a refueling outage
surveillance frequency with a maximum
interval of 22 months and 15 days. The
proposed change will replace the refueling
outage requirement with a comparable
requirement to perform the surveillance
every 18 months which has a maximum
interval of 22 months and 15 days. The
proposed change does not increase the
maximum interval between surveillances and
does not change any surveillance acceptance
criteria. Thus, the probability and
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated will not be significant[ly]
increased.

2. Create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from the accidents
previously evaluated?

No. Since the proposed change does not
increase the maximum interval between
surveillances and does not change any
surveillance acceptance criteria, a new or
different kind of accident from the accidents
which were previously evaluated will not
occur.

3. Involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety?

No. The margin of safety will not be
significantly reduced by this amendment
request because the maximum interval
between the surveillances and the
surveillance acceptance criteria are not
changed. Thus, the operability of the plant
equipment and systems will be verified
within the same surveillance interval and to
the same acceptance criteria.

Duke has concluded based on the above
information that there are no significant
hazards involved in this amendment request.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 14 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 14-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period, such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
14-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final

determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance. The Commission expects
that the need to take this action will
occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D22, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.
The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By March 12, 1998, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Oconee
County Library, 501 West South Broad
Street, Walhalla, South Carolina. If a
request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene is filed by the above
date, the Commission or an Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, designated
by the Commission or by the Chairman
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel, will rule on the request
and/or petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
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with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If the amendment is issued before the
expiration of the 30-day hearing period,
the Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no

significant hazards consideration. If a
hearing is requested, the final
determination will serve to decide when
the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff,
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to Mr.
J. Michael McGarry, III, Winston and
Strawn, 1200 17th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, attorney for the
licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)–(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated February 2, 1998,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room, located at
the Oconee County Library, 501 West
South Broad Street, Walhalla, South
Carolina.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 5th day
of February 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
David E. LaBarge,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
II–2, Division of Reactor Projects—I/II, Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–3270 Filed 2–9–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.

DATES: Weeks of February 9, 16, 23, and
March 2, 1998.

PLACE: Commissioner’s Conference
Room, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.

STATUS: Public and Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Week of February 9

There are no meetings the week of
February 9.

Week of February 16—Tentative

Wednesday, February 18

2:00 p.m.—Briefing on Investigative
Matters (Closed—Ex. 5 & 7).

Thursday, February 19

9:30 a.m.—Meeting with Northeast
Nuclear on Millstone (Public
Meeting) (Contact: Bill Travers,
301–415–1200).

12:00 m.—Affirmation Session (Public
Meeting) (if needed).

Week of February 23—Tentative

There are no meetings the week of
February 23.

Week of March 2—Tentative

There are no meetings the week of
March 2.

* The schedule for Commission
meetings is subject to change on short
notice. To verify the status of meeting
call (Recording)—(301) 415–1292.
Contact Person for more information:
Bill Hill (301) 415–1661.

The NRC Commission Meeting
Schedule can be found on the Internet
at:

http://www.nrc.gov/SECY/smj/
schedule.htm

This notice is distributed by mail to
several hundred subscribers; if you no
longer wish to receive it, or would like
to be added to it, please contact the
Office of the Secretary, Attn: Operations
Branch, Washington, D.C. 20555 (301–
415–1661).

In addition, distribution of this
meeting notice over the Internet system
is available. If you are interested in
receiving this Commission meeting
schedule electronically, please send an
electronic message to wmh@nrc.gov or
dkw@nrc.gov.
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